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tors for this agreement. Bahu Begam was therefore entitled to the
Company's protection. Hastings, however, held that the guarantee no
longer bound the Company as the Begams had "principally excited and
supported the late commotions" (Raja Chait Singh's rebellion) and had
aimed at the extirpation of the British in India. But the Directors did
not subscribe to this view. They did not think that the Begams and their
people had taken any hostile part against the Company ; or that they had
excited any commotion previous to the imprisonment of Raja Chait
Singh. The Begams, they held, "only armed themselves in consequence
of that transaction ", purely from motives of self-defence. They there-
fore ordered the Governor General to use his influence with the Vazir
in order to restore the jagirs to the Begams or to "afford those ladies
an asylum within the Company's territories ", and to see that the net col-
lection of their revenues was paid to them, as per agreement, through
the Resident.142

At the conclusion of the Rohilla war in 1774, a treaty had been
signed between the late Shuja-ud-Daulah and Faiz-ullah Khan, the Rohilla
Chief, whereby Rampur and some other districts in Rohilkhand were
handed over to the latter on certain conditions. It is not clear from
the treaty " what equivalent was made to the Vizier". But from a
letter written by Colonel Champion, as mentioned in the Governor
General's Consultation dated 31 October 1774, it appeared that Faiz-
ullah Khan was to give to the Vazir half of his treasure. On 9 March
1778, the Governor General was informed by Middleton, the Resident
at the Vazir's Court, that there were reports of hostile intentions of
the Rohilla Chief. He thought that Faiz-ullah Khan's disaffection might
be due to his alarm at the Nawab's unjust resumption of the jagits
granted by his father in 1774 and at his oppressive conduct in general.
But on 4 May 1778, Barwell, the Commissioner, who had been deputed
to Ram-pur to investigate the truth of the report, informed the Board
that Faiz-ullah Khan had not violated the treaty in any way. Faiz-ullah
Khan, convinced as he was that only the English could protect him,
asked that his treaty with the Nawab might now receive the Company's
ratification. Middleton transmitted to the Board a new treaty ratified
by the Company embodying the terms of the old. The Governor
General confirmed this and accepted one lakh of rupees on behalf of the
Company "as an acknowledgement from Fyzoola Khan."143
In November 1780 the Board, on receiving information that some
Sikhs and Gaddis, a tribal people of the Punjab, were committing depre-
dations in Rohilkhand, asked the Vazir "to require from Fyzoola Khan
his quota of troops ", which the Governor General fixed at 5000 horse,
though according to the treaty, as the Directors remarked, whenever
the Vazir declared war, Faiz-ullah Khan was to join with only 2000 or
3000 men, and these not necessarily horsemen. Faiz-ullah Khan
142 Lettvr  from Court,  14 Febiuary 1783, parat>. 5-10.
Ibid., paras. 11-5.